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Abstract
The decomposition of a Z-selective ruthenium metathesis catalyst and structurally similar analogs
has been investigated utilizing X-ray crystallography and density functional theory. Isolated X-ray
crystal structures suggest that recently reported C-H activated catalysts undergo decomposition via
insertion of the alkylidene moiety into the chelating ruthenium-carbon bond followed by hydride
elimination, which is supported by theoretical calculations. The resulting ruthenium hydride
intermediates have been implicated in previously observed olefin migration, and thus lead to
unwanted byproducts in cross metathesis reactions. Preventing these decomposition modes will be
essential in the design of more active and selective Z-selective catalysts.
INTRODUCTION
Olefin metathesis has gained increasing popularity as an efficient and effective method for
the construction of carbon-carbon bonds.1 The development of a variety of well-defined
transition metal catalysts, particularly functional group tolerant ruthenium-based complexes,
has allowed for the widespread use of this methodology for a variety of applications,
including natural product synthesis,2 breakdown of olefinic biomolecules by ethenolysis,3
and materials chemistry.4 We recently reported on the synthesis and reactivity of 1, a C-H
activated catalyst containing a five-membered chelating N-heterocyclic carbene (NHC)
ligand (Scheme 1).5 Its unprecedented ability to preferentially form the thermodynamically
disfavored Z-isomer in cross metathesis (CM) reactions has stimulated research into such C-
H activated architectures.
For 1, the initial C-H activation event has been proposed to proceed via a four- or six-
membered transition state between an alkyl carbon-hydrogen bond on the N-adamantly
substituent of the NHC, and a ruthenium-bound carboxylate ligand (Scheme 1).5a
Carboxylate-driven C-H bond activations of this type has been studied for a variety of late
transition metal complexes.6 With this mode of activation, a carbon-metal bond is formed
with concurrent generation of the corresponding carboxylic acid. In contrast, previous
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generations of ruthenium metathesis catalysts have been proposed to decompose upon C-H
activation by oxidative addition. This oxidative addition process produces a ruthenium
hydride that readily inserts into the alkylidene and diminishes catalytic activity.7a The
unique nature of the carboxylate-driven mechanism allows for isolation of metathesis active
C-H activated complexes without the accompanying formation of a ruthenium hydride.
A thorough understanding of decomposition pathways is important for designing more
efficient and improved catalysts.7 Research investigating the decomposition of metathesis
catalysts has led to the rational design of more stable and active species with ligands chosen
to reduce the prevalence of undesired side reactions. For example, backbone substitution
was introduced into the NHC ligands of ruthenium catalysts in order to restrict N-aryl
rotation that leads to the aforementioned decomposition by oxidative addition.8 Known
decomposition products of metathesis catalysts cause olefin migration of alkene substrates,
as well as other side reactions;9 such migration has been observed in our studies on the Z-
selective homocoupling of terminal olefins.5b,c Computational studies have provided
important insights into several decomposition mechanisms involving previous generations of
ruthenium metathesis catalysts, including alkylidene insertion into the ortho C-H bond of an
N-aryl substituent,7f,h β-hydride elimination from a ruthenacyclobutane intermediate,7i and
decomposition induced by coordination of CO.7g We thus sought to design more selective
and stable analogs of catalyst 1 by investigating the decomposition of 1 and its analogs.
Herein, we report on several unique decomposition structures and their mechanisms of
formation. To support our mechanisms, density functional theory (DFT) calculations were
performed to investigate the proposed decomposition pathways of the C-H activated catalyst
1.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Catalyst 1 was exposed to an excess of CO gas at –78 °C in an effort to promote a (1,1)-
insertion of a bound CO ligand into the ruthenium-carbon bond of the chelated NHC to yield
a novel chelated catalyst architecture with an intact alkylidene. However, decomposition of
the alkylidene moiety was observed and crystallographic analysis revealed formation of 2
(Figure 1), an alkyl ruthenium complex saturated with CO ligands and showing covalent
attachment of the N-adamantyl substituent to the former alkylidene carbon (Scheme 2).
Ligand substitution by the π-acidic CO ligands decreased the ability of the metal center to
stabilize the alkylidene carbon by back bonding. This destabilization was presumably
relieved by insertion of the alkylidene into the ruthenium-carbon bond to form complex 2.10
It was subsequently proposed that this alkylidene insertion phenomenon could be common
for C-H activated catalysts in the absence of CO, and that ruthenium-alkyl complexes
analogous to 2 could undergo hydride elimination reactions when not saturated with CO
ligands leading to complexes incapable of productive metathesis.
Indeed, we were able to isolate a unique decomposition product resulting from alkylidene
insertion (as with 2) and subsequent β-hydride elimination when C-H activation was
attempted with catalyst 3 (Scheme 3).11 Treating complex 3 with silver pivalate
(tBuCOOAg) resulted in the expected ligand exchange of chlorides for pivalates, and
concomitant generation of silver (I) chloride. Monitoring the reaction of 3 by 1H NMR
spectroscopy revealed the initial formation of a mono-carboxylate, mono-chloride ruthenium
alkylidene species that slowly disappeared with appearance of pivalic acid. A C-H activated
species was subsequently observed but was metastable, slowly converting to a ruthenium
hydride as observed by 1H NMR. X-ray crystal analysis of the resulting decomposition
product revealed the novel η2-bound olefin ruthenium complex 4 (Figure 2). Generation of
pivalic acid suggested that C-H activation of the N-adamantyl substituent had occurred but
that the complex rapidly decomposed by a process involving alkylidene insertion and β-
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hydride elimination, as evidenced by the formation of a ruthenium hydride and the η2-bound
olefin motif in the X-ray crystal structure of 4. The formation of a ruthenium hydride via β-
hydride elimination is further supported by observed olefin migration in cross metathesis
reactions.5b,c
Further evidence for β-hydride elimination playing a role in the decomposition of C-H
activated catalysts was uncovered by treating catalyst 1 with p-benzoquinone (Scheme 4).12
Addition of this additive to 1 in C6D6 led to an immediate color change from purple to red/
orange and decomposition of the original complex as evidenced by the disappearance of the
alkylidene resonance in the 1H NMR spectrum. Crystals of the decomposition structure (5)
were obtained and analysis by X-ray diffraction revealed the structure to be a ruthenium(0)
dimer bridged by two benzoquinone ligands with η2-bound olefins (Figure 3), a binding
mode also observed for complex 4.
The olefins of the benzoquinone ligands in 5 appear to be coordinated primarily in an η4
fashion as demonstrated by the downfield 13C carbonyl resonance (CD2Cl2, δ = 211.5 ppm),
the relatively long C-O bond length (1.27 A), and the boat-like conformation of the
benzoquinone ligands.13 Complexes similar to 5 have previously been observed for
ruthenium13 and other metals,14 although they are typically formed by simple ligand
displacement. This novel structure appears to be the result of alkylidene insertion (as
observed for complex 2) and subsequent β-hydride elimination (as observed for 4),
reduction, and dimerization.
We next turned our attention to the synthesis of analogs of catalyst 1 with stronger
ruthenium-carbon bonds derived from C-H activation of an sp2-hybridized carbon-hydrogen
bond,15 and observed a unique decomposition mode seemingly resulting from alkylidene
insertion and α-hydride elimination (Scheme 5). Complex 6, a species containing hydrogen
atoms at the ortho-position of its N-aryl substituents, immediately decomposed upon
treatment with tBuCOOAg, with appearance of pivalic acid and disappearance of the starting
material’s alkylidene proton resonance. The resulting decomposition product (8) was
crystallographically characterized and its structure revealed attachment of the benzylidene
carbon to the ortho carbon of the N-aryl group, with retention of the alkylidene moiety
(Figure 4).16 Although mass spectrometry data of the initial product mixture suggested
formation of 7, upon prolonged treatment with a mixture of methylene chloride and pentane,
the pivalate ligands were replaced by chlorides derived from the chlorinated solvent to yield
8.17 Observation of pivalic acid again suggested that a C-H activation event had occurred
but with subsequent decomposition. Attempted C–H activation of various complexes
containing N-aryl groups with unsubstituted ortho positions resulted in this decomposition
mode.
From the complexes presented above, we were able to elucidate a general decomposition
mechanism for species related to complex 1 (Scheme 6). It is proposed that the unactivated
catalysts 3 and 6, upon treatment with tBuCOOAg, form chelated architectures with an
intact ruthenium alkylidene (B), as observed for catalyst 1. However, these C-H activated
species react further, as the alkylidene inserts into the newly formed ruthenium-carbon bond
to yield alkyl ruthenium intermediate C. The isolated structure of complex 2 provides
evidence for the in situ formation of this alkyl intermediate. Following insertion, the
complex can undergo α– or β– hydride elimination to regenerate an alkylidene (as in 7 and
8) or form an η2-bound olefin complex (as in 4 and 5), respectively.
In an effort to support our proposed mechanism, we performed DFT calculation on the
decomposition modes of C-H activated catalyst 1. Both α- and β-hydride elimination
pathways were investigated and the free energy profile is shown in Figure 5. Energies were
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calculated in the gas phase using M06 and with a mixed basis set of SDD for ruthenium and
6-311+G(d,p) for other atoms; B3LYP energies are also given in Figure 5. Geometries were
optimized with B3LYP/LANL2DZ–6-31G(d), and all calculations were performed with
Gaussian 09.18 Based on computational results, we report that the decomposition of C–H
activated catalysts initiates by alkylidene insertion into the chelating ruthenium-carbon bond
as proposed.
The decomposition of catalyst 1 initiates via insertion of the alkylidene into the ruthenium-
carbon (adamantyl) bond (9-ts), for which both M06 and B3LYP predicted an activation
barrier of ~29 kcal/mol. The alkylidene insertion leads to alkyl ruthenium complex 10, a
structure similar to proposed intermediate C in Scheme 6. β-Hydride elimination from 10 is
facile (11-ts),19 while the activation barrier for α-hydride elimination (17-ts) is calculated to
be 33.3 kcal/mol higher. This β-hydride elimination reaction leads to ruthenium hydride
intermediate 12 which is 14.6 kcal/mol more stable than catalyst 1. These energy differences
agree well with previous experimental observations of ruthenium-hydride species by 1H
NMR. The overall exergonicity of the transformation from 1 to 12 suggests that the
alkylidene insertion is irreversible.
The preference for β-hydride elimination over α-hydride elimination agrees with the
observed decomposition product derived from complex 3 (Scheme 3). Previous
experimental and theoretical studies performed on hydride elimination reactions of
ruthenium pincer-type complexes analogous to intermediate C also suggest that when α–
and β–hydrogens are both present, β–hydride elimination is energetically favored, however
when the molecule lacks β–hydrogens, α-hydride elimination occurs.20 This is the case for
the alkyl intermediate (C) of complex 6 resulting from C-H activation and alkylidene
insertion, as its backbone does not contain β-hydrogens, and thus only α–hydride
elimination is observed. The ruthenium-hydride species (analogs of 12 and 18) generated
from these hydride elimination reactions subsequently react with the excess tBuCOOAg to
generate 4 and 7, respectively.21
The transformation from 12 to the dimeric complex 5 was also investigated using DFT and
the free energy profile is shown in Figure 5. Reductive elimination of pivalic acid from
ruthenium hydride 12 forms a ruthenium(0) complex 14, which is 19.6 kcal/mol less stable
than complex 12.22 Subsequent ligand exchange replaces the pivalic acid with benzoquinone
and forms the ruthenium(0) complex 16, in which the benzoquinone is η4-coordinated with
ruthenium; the benzoquinone binds to the ruthenium much more strongly than pivalic acid.
M06 predicted that the ruthenium(0)-benzoquinone complex 16 is 25.5 kcal/mol more stable
than the ruthenium(0)-pivalic acid complex 14, while B3LYP predicted that 16 is only 15.7
kcal/mol more stable than 14. The energy differences between B3LYP and M06 here are not
unexpected, since B3LYP is known to underestimate the binding energy of olefins to
ruthenium centers.23 The ligand exchange from 14 to 16 occurs via an associative pathway
involving complex 15, as the dissociative ligand exchange pathway would involve the
unstable 14 electron complex 19 and thus is predicted to be less favorable. The electron-
deficient C=C bonds in p-benzoquinone bind strongly with the π-basic zero-valent
ruthenium in complexes 15 and 16.24 Dimerization of complex 16 leads to the
crystallographically characterized ruthenium dimer complex 5 and is exergonic by 9.4 kcal/
mol. Addition of benzoquinone facilitates the decomposition of ruthenium hydride 12 by
stabilizing the ruthenium(0) species that leads to formation of the stable dimeric complex 5.
The increased decomposition rate with addition of benzoquinone suggests that this additive
may also accelerate alkylidene insertion (9-ts), however the mechanism of this process is not
clear.
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CONCLUSION
We have investigated the decomposition of a new class of Z-selective metathesis catalysts
with chelating NHC ligands resulting from an initial carboxylate-driven C-H bond insertion.
Formation of a stable carbon-ruthenium bond in the presence of an alkylidene seems to be
subtly dependent on a variety of steric and electronic factors. A number of decomposition
products derived from side reactions of C-H inserted complexes were characterized by X-
ray crystallography and from these, decomposition pathways were proposed. The
decomposition of C-H activated catalysts is thought to proceed via insertion of the chelating
ruthenium-carbon bond into the alkylidene to yield an alkyl ruthenium intermediate. Due to
the presence of a vacant coordination site, subsequent hydride elimination can occur to these
alkyl intermediates to generate a ruthenium hydride, which has been proposed to cause
olefin migration for alkene substrates. Density functional calculations were performed and
support the proposed decomposition pathway of 1, which proceeds via insertion of the
alkylidene into the chelating ruthenium-carbon bond and subsequent β-hydride elimination,
leading to a ruthenium hydride complex.
The decomposition modes presented above are markedly distinct from those observed for
previous generations of ruthenium metathesis catalysts. Preventing alkylidene insertion and
hydride elimination will be key criteria in future catalyst development. In spite of these
decomposition modes, such chelated complexes have proven to be effective catalysts for Z-
selective olefin metathesis. Since decomposition can reduce overall catalyst activity and
enable undesired side reactions, designing more stable catalysts by understanding catalyst
decomposition is essential for highly chemoselective metathesis reactions.
Supplementary Material
Refer to Web version on PubMed Central for supplementary material.
Acknowledgments
This work is dedicated to the memory of Dr. Michael W. Day. Dr. David VanderVelde is thanked for his assistance
with NMR characterization and experiments. Lawrence Henling is acknowledged for X-ray crystallographic
analysis. This work was financially supported by the NIH (NIH 5R01GM031332-27, R.H.G.), the NSF
(CHE-1048404, R.H.G. and CHE-0548209, K.N.H.), Mitsui Chemicals, Inc. (K.E.), and the NDSEG (fellowship to
B.K.K.). The Bruker KAPPA APEXII X-ray diffractometer was purchased via an NSF CRIF:MU award to the
California Institute of Technology (CHE-0639094). Materia, Inc. is acknowledged for its generous donation of
metathesis catalysts. Calculations were performed on the Hoffman2 cluster at UCLA and the Extreme Science and
Engineering Discovery Environment (XSEDE), which is supported by the National Science Foundation
(OCI-1053575).
REFERENCES
1. (a) Furstner A. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2000; 39:3013.(b) Trnka TM, Grubbs RH. Acc. Chem. Res.
2001; 34:18. [PubMed: 11170353] (c) Schrock RR. Chem. Rev. 2002; 102:145. [PubMed:
11782131] (d) Schrock RR, Hoveyda AH. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2003; 42:4592.(e)
Vougioukalakis G, Grubbs RH. Chem. Rev. 2009; 110:1746. [PubMed: 20000700] (f) Samojłowicz
C, Bieniek M, Grela K. Chem. Rev. 2009; 109:3708. [PubMed: 19534492]
2. (a) Cossy, J.; Arseniyadis, S.; Meyer, C. Metathesis in Natural Product Synthesis: Strategies,
Substrates, and Catalysts. 1st ed.. Wiley-VCH: Weinheim; 2010. (b) Meek SJ, O’Brien RV,
Llaveria J, Schrock RR, Hoveyda AH. Nature. 2011; 471:461. [PubMed: 21430774] (c) Yu M,
Wang C, Kyle AF, Jakubec P, Dixon DJ, Schrock RR, Hoveyda EH. Nature. 2011; 479:88.
[PubMed: 22051677]
3. (a) Thomas RM, Keitz BK, Champagne TM, Grubbs RH. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2011; 133:7490.
[PubMed: 21510645] (b) Marinescu SC, Schrock RR, Muller P, Hoveyda AH. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2009; 131:10840. [PubMed: 19618951]
Herbert et al. Page 5
J Am Chem Soc. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 May 09.
N
IH
-PA Author M
anuscript
N
IH
-PA Author M
anuscript
N
IH
-PA Author M
anuscript
4. (a) Leitgeb A, Wappel J, Slugovc C. Polymer. 2010; 51:2927.(b) Liu X, Basu A. J. Organomet.
Chem. 2006; 691:5148.(c) Xia Y, Verduzco R, Grubbs RH, Kornfield JA. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2008;
130:1735. [PubMed: 18197667]
5. (a) Endo K, Grubbs RH. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2011; 133:8525. [PubMed: 21563826] (b) Keitz BK,
Endo K, Herbert MB, Grubbs RH. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2011; 133:9686. [PubMed: 21649443] (c)
Keitz BK, Endo K, Patel PR, Herbert MB, Grubbs RH. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2012; 134:693.
[PubMed: 22097946]
6. (a) Davies DL, Donald SMA, Macgregor SA. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2005; 127:13754. [PubMed:
16201772] (b) Davies DL, Donald SMA, Al-Duaij O, Macgregor SA, Pölleth M. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2006; 128:4210. [PubMed: 16568979] (c) Ess DH, Bischof SM, Oxgaard J, Periana RA, Goddard
WA. Organometallics. 2008; 27:6440.(d) Boutadla Y, Davies DL, Macgregor SA, Polador-
Bahamonde AI. Dalton Trans. 2009:5820. [PubMed: 19623381] (e) Tsurugi H, Fujita S, Choi G,
Yamagata T, Ito S, Miyasaka H, Mashima K. Organometallics. 2010; 29:4120.
7. (a) Hong SH, Chlenov A, Day MW, Grubbs RH. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2007; 46:5148.(b) Hong
SH, Day MW, Grubbs RH. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2004; 126:7414. [PubMed: 15198568] (c) Hong SH,
Wenzel AG, Salguero TT, Day MW, Grubbs RH. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2007; 129:7961. [PubMed:
17547403] (d) Vehlow K, Gessler S, Blechert S. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2007; 46:8082.(e) Leitao
EM, Dubberley SR, Piers WE, Wu Q, McDonald R. Chem. Eur. J. 2008; 14:11565. [PubMed:
19035588] (f) Poater A, Cavallo L. J. Mol. Cata. A: Chem. 2010; 324:75.(g) Poater A, Ragone F,
Correa A, Cavallo L. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2009; 131:9000. [PubMed: 19505096] (h) Mathew J, Koga
N, Suresh CH. Organometallics. 2008; 27:4666.(i) Rensburg WJ, Steynberg PJ, Meyer WH, Kirk
MM, Forman GS. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2004; 126:14332. [PubMed: 15521734]
8. (a) Chung CK, Grubbs RH. Org. Lett. 2008; 10:2693. [PubMed: 18510331] (b) Kuhn KM, Bourg J,
Chung CK, Virgil SC, Grubbs RH. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2009; 131:5313. [PubMed: 19351207] (c)
Ragone F, Poater A, Cavallo L. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2010; 132:4249. [PubMed: 20205432] (d)
Poater A, Bahri-Laleh N, Cavallo L. Chem. Commun. 2011; 47:6674.
9. (a) Courchay FC, Sworen JC, Ghiviriga I, Abboud KA, Wagener KB. Organometallics. 2006;
25:6074.(b) Schmidt B. Eur. J. Org. Chem. 2004; 9:1865.(c) Camm KD, Castro NM, Liu W,
Czechura P, Snelgrove JL, Fogg DE. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2007; 129:4168. [PubMed: 17373801]
10. For a discussion of CO induced insertion reactions of ruthenium alkylidenes see: Weng W, Parkin
S, Ozerov OV. Organometallics. 2006; 25:5345.
11. Research on previous generations of ruthenium metathesis catalysts has revealed that increasing
the steric bulk of an N-aryl groups can lead to increased activity and stability: Dinger MB, Mol JC.
Adv. Synth. Catal. 2002; 344:671. Ritter T, Hejl A, Wenzel AG, Funk TW, Grubbs RH.
Organometallics. 2006; 25:5740. Furstner A, Ackermann L, Gabor B, Goddard R, Lehmann CW,
Mynott R, Stelzer F, Thiel OR. Chem. Eur. J. 2001; 7:3236. [PubMed: 11531110]
12. p-Benzoquinone is an additive shown to prevent olefin migration. For a reference, see Hong SH,
Sanders DP, Lee CW, Grubbs RH. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2005; 127:17160. [PubMed: 16332044]
13. (a) Takao T, Akiyoshi K, Suzuki H. Organometallics. 2008:4199–4206.(b) Ura Y, Sato Y,
Shiotsuki M, Suzuki T, Wada K, Kondo T, Mitsudo T-aki. Organometallics. 2003; 22:77–82.(c)
Barral MC, González-Prieto R, Jiménez-Aparicio R, Priego JL, Torres MR, Urbanos Fa.
Inorganica Chimica Acta. 2005; 358:217–221.(d) Kumbhakar D, Sarkar B, Maji S, Mobin SM,
Fiedler J, Urbanos Fa, Jiménez-Aparicio R, Kaim W, Lahiri GK. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2008;
130:17575–17583. [PubMed: 19053401]
14. (a) Moussa J, Amouri H. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2008; 47:1372–1380.(b) Moussa J, Guyard-
Duhayon C, Herson P, Amouri H, Rager MN, Jutand A. Organometallics. 2004; 23:6231–6238.
15. Siegbahn EM. J. Phys. Chem. 1995; 99:12723.
16. A structurally similar decomposition product has been reported for catalysts containing N-phenyl
groups, wherein decomposition was thought to proceed through pericyclic cyclization and
oxidation by O2 (See reference 7d). This postulated mechanism of decomposition does not account
for any carboxylate-driven C-H activation events and cannot proceed in an O2-free environment,
thus we expected a different decomposition mechanism to yield 7 and 8
17. Reactions of methylene chloride with ruthenium complexes to produce metal chloride bonds has
been reported: Oliván M, Caulton KG. Inorg. Chem. 1999; 38:566. [PubMed: 11673963] Prechtl
Herbert et al. Page 6
J Am Chem Soc. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 May 09.
N
IH
-PA Author M
anuscript
N
IH
-PA Author M
anuscript
N
IH
-PA Author M
anuscript
MHG, Ben-David Y, Giunta D, Busch S, Taniguchi Y, Wisniewski W, Göorls H, Mynott RJ,
Theyssen N, Milstein D, Leitner W. Chem. Eur. J. 2007; 13:1539. [PubMed: 17117397]
18. Frisch MJ, et al. Gaussian 09, Revision B.01. 2010Wallingford CTGaussian, Inc.. See the
Supporting Information for more details of the computational methods.
19. Both B3LYP and M06 predicted very low barriers for β-hydride elimination. B3LYP predicted the
barrier from 10 to 11-ts to be 1.3 kcal/mol. M06 single point calculations with B3LYP geometries
resulted in a small negative barrier, due to the different locations of saddle point on M06 and
B3LYP surfaces.
20. (a) Kuznetsov VF, Abdur-Rashid K, Lough AJ, Gusev DG. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2006; 128:14388.
[PubMed: 17076513] (b) Leis W, Mayer HA, Kaska WC. Coordin. Chem. Rev. 2008; 252:1787.
21. It is proposed that these ruthenium hydrides react with tBuCOOAg to produce an ill-defined
mixture of silver (I) hydrides. All attempts to observe such species by 1HNMR were unsuccessful
due to insolubility of the resulting gray precipitate in deuterated solvents.
22. Pivalic acid generation is observed by 1H NMR after the addition of p-benzoquinone to 1.
23. (a) Kulkarni AD, Truhlar DG. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2011; 7:2325.(b) Handzlik J, Sliwa P.
Chem. Phys. Lett. 2010; 493:273.(c) Torker S, Merki D, Chen P. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2008;
130:4808. [PubMed: 18341339] (d) Zhao Y, Truhlar DG. Org. Lett. 2007; 9:1967. [PubMed:
17428063]
24. Johnson JB, Rovis T. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2008; 47:840.
Herbert et al. Page 7
J Am Chem Soc. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 May 09.
N
IH
-PA Author M
anuscript
N
IH
-PA Author M
anuscript
N
IH
-PA Author M
anuscript
Figure 1.
X-ray crystal structure of 2. Displacement ellipsoids are drawn at 50% probability. For
clarity, hydrogen atoms have been omitted. Selected bond lengths (Å) for 2: C4-Ru 2.107,
C8-Ru 2.195.
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Figure 2.
X-ray crystal structure of 4. Displacement ellipsoids are drawn at 50% probability. For
clarity, hydrogen atoms have been omitted. Selected bond lengths (Å) for 4: C1-Ru 1.944,
C12-Ru 2.130, C26-Ru 2.102, C12-C26 1.434.
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Figure 3.
X-ray crystal structure of 5. Displacement ellipsoids are drawn at 50% probability. For
clarity, hydrogen atoms have been omitted. Selected bond lengths (Å) for 5: C1-Ru 2.061,
C12-Ru 2.245, C23-Ru 2.168, C12-C23 1.418.
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Figure 4.
X-ray crystal structure of 8. Displacement ellipsoids are drawn at 50% probability. For
clarity, hydrogen atoms have been omitted. Selected bond lengths (Å) for 8: C1-Ru 1.913,
C10-Ru 1.829, Cl1-Ru 2.340, Cl2-Ru 2.341.
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Figure 5.
The free energy profile of the decomposition pathways for C-H activated ruthenium catalyst
1. The values are relative free energies calculated by M06 and B3LYP (in square brackets)
and given in kcal/mol. B3LYP was used in the geometry optimizations.
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Scheme 1.
Synthesis of C-H activated catalyst 1 with proposed transition states for C-H activation
(Mes=2,4,6-trimethylphenyl).
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Scheme 2.
Decomposition product 2 derived from exposure of 1 to excess CO.
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Scheme 3.
Decomposition product 4 derived from exposure of 3 to tBuCOOAg (Dipp = 2,6-
diisopropylphenyl).
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Scheme 4.
Decomposition product 5 derived from exposure of 1 to excess p-benzoquinone.
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Scheme 5.
Decomposition products 7 and 8 derived from exposure of 6 to tBuCOOAg.
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Scheme 6.
Proposed decomposition pathways for C-H activated ruthenium metathesis catalysts.
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